STATE OF MICHIGAN
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RICK SNYDER LANSING MICHAEL P. FLANAGAN
GOVERNOR STATE SUPERINTENDENT

December 17, 2013

Deborah Delisle
Assistant Secretary for Elementary and Seconda
U.S. Department of Education
400 Maryfand Avenue, S.W.
Washington, DC 20202

ducation

Dear Assistant Secretary Delisle:

I am writing on behalf of the Michig 2 t Eler

educational agencies (LEAs) in Michigar { ‘unds ‘under Title III, Part A of
the Elementary and Secondary Educati 5 (E

requesting a waiver for st 7
3122{b)}(1) of the ES le Achievement Objective #1 (AMAO

fchildren in attaining English

Xtran5|t|on|ng between the Michigan
sessment (MI-ELPA) to the World-Class
xzment (WIDA) Spemﬁcally, the MDE is seeking

1 deterl;nrnatlon during the transition year (the 2013-
ew WIDA assessments.

ve the academic achievement of students by transitioning to
WIDA. WIDA s tative assessments are aligned to Michigan’s reading and
mathematacs content standards as it relates to academic language proﬂcnency

Our rationale for requesting a waiver for AMAO #1 includes that the constructs on
which the MI-ELPA and WIDA summative assessments are built are significantly
different. MI-ELPA items are based on the Michigan English Language Proficiency
(ELP) Standards. These standards are primarily focused on fostering skills
appropriate for an English language arts classroom and for social and instructional
language development. The WIDA summative assessments, however, are linked to
the WIDA English Language Development (ELD) standards. The primary focus of
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the WIDA ELD standards is that of academic language across content areas such as
fanguage arts, mathematics, science, and social studies. WIDA assessments
measure significantly different constructs than the MI-ELPA assessments because
they are developed based on significantly different sets of standards.

~ Additionally, the MI-ELPA scale scores and the scale scores for WIDA assessments

are very different. Every year, all new operational items on ML—jELPA are calibrated -
and equated to the base scale using a content and psychom ically representative
anchor set. Due to this representativeness requirement, all domains have
representative items acting as anchor items for equating purposes. However, the
scale scores for the WIDA ACCESS for ELs are create
scales of the Writing and Speaking domains on th
calibrated using items from the Reading and Lis
respectively. Thus at least the anchor set for

ELs are
hor items

ACCESS for ELs calibrates items domain by dom 'then weights are applied to
“the MI-ELPA calibration does

not involve weights to obtain the o le scores; et

implied. However, for WIDA ACCE domains re weighted differently,

i.e., Reading and Writing are weigh swhile Listening and Speaking are

weighted 15% each. All these differenees in gquat :calibration, and scale

creation make it impossi asonable, valid and constant

relationship between the:tw points can be established. For
detailed information:on ease refer to the attached comparison

table. ’

Due to the above mentig asons ifferent content standards and

constructs,. as different scaling procedures for the two assessments), it is

impossibil gie[ produce meaningful or valid linking relations

A ACCESS for ELs, especially when the growth
sing the linking results is the focus and purpaose for such

Michigan is at
and was granted: wing a review of the state’s specific circumstances and
rationale. Prior to:submitting this waiver request, Michigan provided all local and
intermediate school district superintendents, public school academy directors and
local Title III directors in the state with notice and a reasonable opportunity to
comment on this request. See Attachment A. Copies of all these comments are
included in Attachment B. Michigan has also provided notice and information
regarding this waiver request to the public in the manner in which the State
customarily provides such notice and information to the public, by posting
information regarding the waiver request on its website Attachment C. Copies of all
public comments that Michigan received in response to this notice are included in
Attachment D.
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Please feel free to contact Shereen Tabrizi, Ph.D. at phone 517-373-9524 or
tabrizis@michigan.gov if you have any questlons regarding this request. Thank you
for your consideration.

Sincerely,

o Mv"”"w

" 52’/"’
Venessa Keesler, Ph.D.
Deputy Superintendent, Education Services

enclosures

cc: Monique Chism, Director
Student Achievement and School Accoun




Same:

Michigan Department of Education
Differences between WIDA ACCESS for ELLs and ELPA
on Scaling, Equating, and Calibration

(1)Both are vertical scales, spanning from Kindergarten to grade 12.
(2)Both tests have four domains: Listening, Reading, Writing, and Speaking.
(3)Fixed parameter approach was used to calibrate new 1tems onto the same

scale of anchor items.
(4)Speaking items were individually administered and s

Different: _ .

Aspects WIDA ACCESS for ELL

Comprehension =70% Reading + 30% from
Scale Score Listening

1 Ranges from 100 to 600

ed to get raw to

stire relation and then
ar transformation was
sed to get a two digit scale
score which ranges from 30

to 81 (this range also applies
to other domains).

No specific center was chosen
either for domain (2 digits) or
overall scale score (3 digits).

15% Listening +
Speaking, with each

ranges from 100 to 600
the same range applies to
“each domain scale score as
well).

All domains calibrated
concurrently, and the
resulting raw to measure
relations are linearly
transformed to be the overall
scale score ranges from 300
to 801.

Vertical Scale

For Listening and Reading,
common item equating
design (across tiers within
grade-level clusters and
across grade-level clusters)
was used in the first year,
and concurrent calibration

across grade levels was used.

ELPA did not conduct its own
vertical scaling study. In the
very first year of the ELPA
administration, through the
use of fixed parameter
approach, all ELPA items
were placed onto the existing
SELP vertical scale.




For Writing and Speaking in
the first year, no common
items across grade level
clusters were used. Instead,
Listening was used as anchor
set for calibrating Speaking,
and Reading was used as
anchor set for calibrating
Writing.

Concurrent calibration was
used for each grade cluster
for items across the four
domains combined.

Speaking

Speaking items were scored
dichotomously.

Speaking items were scored

polytomagisly.

Each Domain Scale
Score

Due to the need for
computing weighted
composite, procedures are
taken to make sure each
domain has exactly the sam
SD on the scale score sca

scores were ela‘

parameter calil

Field Test
Administration

Stand-alone field test .
administration to volunta

larger districts from across
the WIDA Consortlum states.

operational test forms.

Equating and
Conversion tabie
making

Based on 1,0
form) rather
population

d on majority of the
stiidents (and in later years,
almost the total population),
hich is much larger than the

1,000 sample size.




